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The request for reconsideration has been considered but does not place the 
application in condition for allowance. Applicant's arguments regarding the use of an 
iminochlorine aspartic acid derivative as a method of determining the location of the 
sentinel lymph node has been fully considered but is not persuasive. Hikeda specifically 
teaches the instant compound as an extremely useful diagnostic agent for cancers and 
ophthalmic vascularization as well as treatments thereof. Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have employed, with a reasonable degree of 
success, this compound in determining the location of various cancers, namely the 
sentinel lymph node. 

Furthermore, arguments with respect to the use of iminochlorine aspartic acid 
derivatives as a method of treating rheumatoid arthritis and inflammatory keratosis are 
not persuasive. As Examiner stated in the previous office action and Applicant has 
reiterated, Hikeda does not teach the use of iminiochlorine aspartic acid derivatives for 
the treatment of rheumatoid arthritis and inflammatory keratosis. Levy teaches the use 
photodynamic therapy for the treatment of cancer, rheumatoid arthritis and psoriasis. 
Examiner contends that because both Hikeda and Levy teach the use photodynamic 
therapy in the treatment of cancer, that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have used the compound employed by Hikeda to also treat the cancers 
taught by Levy. Additionally, since Levy teaches PDT would be potentially useful in 
treating rheumatoid arthritis and psoriasis, then it would have been obvious to one in the 
art to try with a reasonable degree of success, the compound taught by Hikeda for the 
treatment of ailments taught by Levy. Applicant argues that inflammatory keratosis is 
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one of many forms of psoriasis that exists. This is not persuasive, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in that art to try the use of the iminiochlorine aspartic 
acid derivative taught by Hikeda to also treat inflammatory keratosis. Additionally, since 
rheumatoid arthritis and inflammatory keratosis are both inflammatory conditions, one in 
the art would be further motivated to employ the instant compound to treat the instant 
ailments. 
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